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REMARKS 

In this Amendment, Applicant has cancelled Claims 1 - 2 without prejudice or 
disclaimer, amended Claims 3-4 and added Claims 5 - 10 to overcome the rejection and 
further specify the embodiments of the present invention. It is respectfully submitted that 
no new matter has been introduced by the amended and new claims. All claims are now 
present for examination and favorable reconsideration is respectfully requested in view of 
the preceding amendments and the following comments. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 102 : 

Claims 1, 2 and 4 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as allegedly being 
anticipated by Rice (US Pat. No. 5,722,668), hereinafter Rice. Claims 1 - 3 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as allegedly being anticipated by Winters (US Pat. No. 
6,165,313), hereinafter Winters. 

Applicant traverses the rejection and respectfully submits that the present-claimed 
invention is not anticipated by the cited reference. More specifically, Claims 1 - 2 have 
been cancelled. The rejection to these claims is moot. In addition, Claims 3-4 have been 
amended and Claims 5-10 have been added to more specified embodiments of the 
present invention that are not disclosed by Rice nor Winters. 

According to MPEP 2131, "A claim is anticipated only if each and every 
element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a 
single prior art reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 
631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). It is respectfully submitted that none of 
Rice nor Winters disclose or suggest the shape and location of the plasma seals as defined 
in the presently claimed invention. For example, Rice nor Winters discloses a plasma seal 
having a flat surface for engaging a compression member and rectangular cross sectional 
shape with longitudinal sides being along a plasma irradiation direction; or a plasma seal 
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having its longitudinal sides being orthogonal to a plasma irradiation direction; or a 
plasma with arch cross sectional shape in the same of different grooves with the main 
seal 

Furthermore, Applicant respectfully submits that neither Rice nor Winters 
includes the description about the effect to prevent an O-ring/packing from protruding to 
a gap at the vacuum side as shown in the embodiments of the present invention. 

Therefore, the newly presented claims are not anticipated by Rice or Winters and 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) has been overcome. Accordingly, withdrawal of 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) is respectfully requested. 

Having overcome all outstanding grounds of rejection, the application is now in 
condition for allowance, and prompt action toward that end is respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



JACOBSON HOLMAN PLLC 



400 Seventh Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Atty. Dkt. No.:P70511US0 
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